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1. ^ The amendment filed on 31 December 2009 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) ^ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) □ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The amendment submitted December 31, 2009 merely amends the chemical formula of claim 7 to reintroduce a repeating 
group that had been inadventantly omitted in the listing of claims submitted March 16, 2009. The formula as amended is 
clearly supported in the original disclosure, for example original claim 7. This amendment does not affect the scope of the 
claimed invention as the group -Gly- appearing in the chemical formula is defined as a "saccharide". Saccharide groups, as 
opposed to monosaccharide groups, can represent polysaccharides of arbitrarily long length. Therefore the presence of the 
repeating group does not actually affect the objective scope of the claims as polysaccharides of 50 or more monosaccharide 
residues are already included in the scope of the claim with or without the repeating group. Furthermore, the broadest 
reasonable interpretation of the amended claim still falls within the scope of previously allowed claim 1, which has already 
been found to be novel and non-obvious over the prior art. Therefore the scope of the claimed invnetion is not broadened 
by the amendment. 
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